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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address --
Period for Reply

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION.

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely.
- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133).
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b).

Status

1)X] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 27 September 2004.
2a)[] This action is FINAL. 2b)X] This action is non-final.
3)[J Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C.D. 11, 453 0.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims

4)X Claim(s) 16-30 is/are pending in the application.
4a) Of the above claim(s) ___is/are withdrawn from consideration.
5)] Claim(s) _____is/are allowed.
6)[X] Claim(s) 16-30 is/are rejected.
7)J Claim(s) _____is/are objected to.
8)[] Claim(s) ____ are subject to restriction and/or election requirement.

Application Papers

9)[] The specification is objected to by the Examiner.
10)] The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)[_] accepted or b)[] objected to by the Examiner.
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a).
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d).
11)[]] The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152.

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119

12)[_] Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f).
a)lJAIl b)[J Some * ¢)[] None of:
1. Certified copies of the priority documents have been received.
2.[] cCertified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No.
3.[] Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)).
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received.

Attachment(s)

1) & Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) l:] Interview Summary (PTO-413)

2) [[] Notice of Draftsperson’s Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. ___.

3) [ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) [] Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152)
Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) D Other: .

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 122004
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DETAILED ACTION
1. This is in response to appeal brief filed September 27, 2004, in which claims 1-15
has been canceled and 16-30 are pending. The final rejection has been withdrawn, non-
final rejection is applied to applicant’s claims, the non-final rejection on the merit is as
follows:
Specification
2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed.
Drawings
3. New corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in this
application because applicant’s specification on page 4, lines 1-25, illustrates that ad
hoc network a plurality of users having a portable computer (14a-d, and the owner’s
cellular telephone 12----, using wireless protocol including the Bluetooth protocol and

the IEEE 802.11 protocol. Further more, referring to figure 1, the owners of the cellular

telephones 12c and 12d are in Japan and their personal computers 14c and |4d utilize

the Japanese 20 character set. At the same time, the participants owning the cellular

telephones |12a and 12b are in the United States and their owners have personal

computers 14a and 14b, which use the English character set. In this example, the

personal computers 14a and 14b do not have the script to 25 convert the Japanese

characters for display. . Applicant is advised to employ the services of a competent

patent draftsperson outside the Office, as the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office no

longer prepares new drawings. The corrected drawings are required in reply to the
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Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The requirement for corrected
drawings will not be held in abeyance.

Figure 1, as demonstrated by the figure, one ordinary skill would understand, the
cellular telephone 12a-d are couple to portable computer which is connected to the
internet infrastructure. And the detailed description also indicates the owners of the
cellular telephone 12c and 12d are in Japan and cellular telephone 12a and 12b are in
United States. Therefore, the figure does not show how the ad hoc network operates, as
ad hoc network is a network with no infrastructure, units communicate and build a
- network or layers of sub cell to interconnect for communication among each other within
radio frequency range. Then how is figure 1, builds an ad hoc network being in Japan

and United States. Neither the figure nor detail description is understood to a person

with ordinary skill in the art .

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112

4, The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112:

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the
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art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention.

Claims 16-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the
invention. Applicant’s detail description is not enabling because, it is not clear how the

ad hoc network works.

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112:

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention.

Claim 16-18 recites the limitation "a participant” in line 4,line 2 and line 2
respectively. It is not clear whether “a participant” is referring to a participant in line 2 of
claim 16.

Where applicant acts as his or her own lexicographer to specifically define a term
of a claim contrary to its ordinary meaning, the written description must clearly redefine
the claim term and set forth the uncommon definition so as to put one reasonably skilled
in the art on notice that the applicant intended to so redefine that claim term. Process
Control Corp. v. HydReclaim Corp., 190 F.3d 1350, 1357, 52 USPQ2d 1029, 1033 (Fed.
Cir. 1999). The term “an article” in claim 21 is used by the claim to mean “an item”,
while the accepted meaning is “a storage or memory.” The term is indefinite because

the specification does not clearly redefine the term.
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103
6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action:

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains.
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made.

Claims 16,21 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable
over Rincon et al “Rincon” (US 6,512,448).

Claim 16, Rincon teaches a method of receiving character set independent
information about a participant ( translation system 10 receives independent character
set such as English or Latin from sender to recipient using on of users mobile phone or
pager message source, column 4, lines 41-58 figure 1) and automatically transmitting
the character set independent the participant to other participant (the translator 10 to
message destination mobile phone or pager and email , column 4 , lines 40-68 and
figure 1). Rincon differs in teaching ad hoc network. However, Rincon teaches paging
was typically conducted on a local level wherein radio transmission of paging
information had a limited range, (column 1 lines 12-22). Ad hoc network is definition as
communication being within a particular group message recipient network. Therefore, it
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at time of the invention
was made to establish a group of messaging participants “ad hoc” wireless network, for
simple manner or a non costly wireless network, such as a research team at different

area of the world.
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Claim 21, Rincon teaches as explained above in claim 16, further more, Rincon
discloses a database (13) includes a medium storing instructions that enable a
processor based system (12 of figure 3 and column 7, lines 35-51) to receiving
character set independent information about a user in a wireless network (translation
system 10 receives independent character set such as English or Latin from sender to
recipient using on of users mobile phone or pager message source, column 4, lines 41-
58 figure 1) and automatically transmit the information to other users (the translator 10
to message destination mobile phone or pager and email , column 4 , lines 40-68 and
figure 1).

Claim 26,Rincon teaches as explained above in claim 16, further more, Rincon
discloses a system (figure 1) including a processor (12) and a storage (13)coupled to
the processor storing instructions that enable the processor to handle character set
independent information about a user in wireless network and transmit the information
to other user “participant” (translation system 10 receives independent character set
such as English or Latin from sender to recipient using on of users mobile phone or
pager message source, column 4, lines 41-58 figures 1 and 3).

7. Claims 17-20,22-25 and 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being
unpatentable over Rincon in view of Webb (US 6,760010).

Claims 17,22,27, Rincon does not teach an audio file that identifies a participant.

However, Webb discloses an audio file that identifies a participant (column 1, lines 7-

13). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of

invention was made to send audio in language that a user understands or chooses.
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Claims 18-19, 23-24 and 28-29 , Rincon does not teaches a user selectable icon
for additional information. However, Webb discloses a user selectable icon for additional
information (claim 1). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art
at the time of invention was made to send a symbol to display on a users device

Claims 20,25, 30, Rincon does not teaches generate an image identifying a
participant. However, Webb discloses generate an image identifying a participant
(column 4 lines 3-11). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art
at the time of invention was made to send an image to display on a users device.

Response to Arguments
8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 16-30 have been considered but are
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection.
Conclusion
9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to
applicant's disclosure.

Borgendale et al (4,731,735) discloses a multilingual processor is disclosed for
building screen images on the display screen and for decoding multilingual commands
in an information processing system (abstract).

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the
examiner should be directed to Tilahun B Gesesse whose telephone number is 703-

308-5873. The examiner can normally be reached on flex.
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's
supervisor, Nay Maung can be reached on 703-308-7745. The fax phone number for
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306.

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR.
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only.
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toli-free).

Tilahun Gesesse

Primary Examiner ]
] GESESSE
US Patent and Trademark Office PT'R';QT;? EXAMINER

Tel. 703-308-5873
December 21, 2004
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